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- The MAILING DATS of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may bs available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (61 MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) daye, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

■ If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX 16) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C, i 133). 
• Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, mey reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)1x1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on Nov. 28, 2001 

2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

*M Claim (s) 1-8 



4a) Of the above, claim (s) 
5)D Claim(s) 



6) K Claim(s) 1-8 

7) D Claim(s) 
8}D Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed, 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9)0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 



10) □ The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 



Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 1x1 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
alK AN b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 . K Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
a)D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 1 lx! Notice of References Cited IPTO-8921 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). _____ 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review [PT0-94B1 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) ^| Informetion Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1 449) Paper Nolsl. 4 gj Q Other. 
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1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent and 
should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the patent is of a 
basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the abstract should be 
directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old 
apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should include the technical disclosure 
of the improvement. In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and compositions, 
wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set 
forth a process for making and/or use thereof. If the new technical disclosure involves 
modifications or alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of example the preferred 
modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of the 
invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 
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2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it does not give a concise statement 
of the technical disclosure of the invention. One incomplete sentence is not a considered 
statement. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

4. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claim 1 : Line 3, it is not clear what " the contents" refer to. Line 4, it is not clear what " these 
additives" refer to; if they are the additives recited on line 2, it is suggested to use the term " said" 
or " the" to make the claim clearer. 

In claim 2, the phrase " temperatures which hot foods customarily have" is indefinite because it in 
not known what temperatures such language encompass. Different food have different 
temperature; a food that has been boiling for a long time has different temperature from food that 
is just boiled for a short amount of time and both foods would be considered hot. Furthermore, 
what would be considered as hot?; the term hot is a relative term. 

Claims 3-4 are vague and indefinite. A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or 
limitation that falls within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered 
indefinite, since the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
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protection desired. Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter). 
Claim 7 has the same problem as claims 3-4. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co. , 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Guillain et al. 
Guillain et al disclose a cooking aid consisting of an outer wall and inner filling of 

flavoring core. The flavoring core comprises salt, glutamate, fat, neutral mass and a supplement 
of flavoring substances. The outer wall consists of a mixture of various fats which have a melting 
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temperature of 43-47 degree C. The cooking aid is in the form of a lump having a square cross- 
section and is on the order of a few cm long. ( see column 2) 

Guillain et al do not disclose dissolving the aid in foods, the exact size, the amounts of 
outer wall material and filling as claimed. 

It would have been obvious to use the Guillain et al cooking aid in any food product when 
it is desired to add the flavoring contained in the cooking aid to the food product. Guillain et al 
disclose the lump is on the order of a few cm long; thus, it is expected the size is similar to that 
claimed. In any event, it would have been an obvious matter of choice to make the lump in any 
size desired. As to the amount of wall material and filling, it would have been obvious to use 
varying amounts of the two materials to obtain various type of cooking aid. For example, one can 
use more filler and less wall material in one instance if more flavoring core is desired than the fat 
component or vice versa or anywhere in between depending on the type of flavoring and the 
amount of fat desired. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Carment et al disclose food powder which includes salt particles coated with a fat. 
Kim et al disclose a process for preparing flavor composition. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Lien Tran whose telephone number is 703-308-1868. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Wed-Fri. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9310. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1868. 



September 6, 2002 



LIEN TRAM 
PR'MARY EXAMINER 



